
COUNCIL AGENDA: 05-10-05

ITEM: cfl./~

CITYOF ~
SAN JOSE Memorandum
CAPITAL OF SILICON VALLEY

TO: HONORABLE MAYOR AND
CITY COUNCIL

FROM: Planning Commission

SUBJECT: SEE BELOW DATE: May 3, 2005

COUNCIL DISTRICT: Citywide

. .

SUBJECT: ADOPTION OF A RESOLUTION APPROVING REVISIONS TO CITY
COUNCIL POLICY 6-5 SETTING FORTH THE STREET NAMING AND STREET
NAME CHANGE POLICY OF THE CITY

REASON FOR ADDENDUM

Following the Planning Commission meeting, staff needed to resolve a discrepancy between
publicly distributed drafts ofthe Policy. Those discrepancies have been resolved and the policy
is now ready for Council consideration.

RECOMMENDATION

The Planning Commission voted 7-0 to recommend that the City Council approve the proposed
revisions to the City Council Policy on Street Naming and Renaming.

BACKGROUND

On March 23,2005, the Planning Commission held a public hearing to consider revisions to the
City Council Policy on Street Naming and Renaming. .

The Director of Planning, Building and Code Enforcement recommended approval of the
proposed Policy modifications. No one spoke in favor of, or in opposition to the proposed
changes to the City Council Policy. The Planning Commission then closed the public hearing.

The Planning Commission was concerned about the requirements for providing proof of
residency when persons signed the petition for a street renaming was too much to ask of
someone signing a petition. Staffreplied that research had been done of how other cities handled
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similar requests, and staff eliminated processes that were more onerous to the petitioner and or
the City staff. Staff further explained that.the goal was to balance the need to ensure that the
petitioners really do occupy the affected properties with possible privacy concerns of the
petitioners together with a sensitivity towards keeping the process reasonably practical for the
petitioners. As a result, it is proposed that the petitioner provide a copy of a utility statement or
similar document to show that the person signing the petition is someone who in fact lives or has
business on the affected street.

OUTCOMES

Revisions to the City Council Policy would provide better guidance to groups wishing to change
established street names to avoid unnecessarypublic controversy.

PUBLIC OUTREACH

The proposed policy was posted on the Planning Web Page, consideredby the Planning
Commission at a public hearing and distributed to the Project Area Committee.

COORDINATION

The proposed Policy was coordinatedwith the City Clerk and the City Attorneys Office.

CEQA

Not a project 4:J
Il ~TEPHEN M. HAASE
k'WSecretary,Planning Commission
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TO: PLANNING COM:MISSION FROM: StephenM.Haase

SUBJECT: Revisions.to t4e StreetNaming and
Street Name Change Policy. '.

DATE: March 16,2005

C()UNCIL DISTRICT:. Citywide

BACKGROUND . . . . .

The City Council adopted in 1971 a policy entitled Street Naming and Street NcimeChange
Policy~ Thjs policy was adopted to provide City Council direction on the namingand rel1!UJ1ing

.ofstreets. FoUo~ing several street iena.m~g'proposaJ.sin recent y~ars that were conu;oversial-

and consumed extensive amounts of staff and communitytime to c~nsider, it hasbecomeevident
that a review of the policy of was required.. In the past several years, t~e City alsoaddedfeesto
cover basic staff costs for this work, predicatedon majority support of affected ow'nersand .

oc,cupants along a .streetproposed for renaming. - . - , . . . . -

. .

.

. ANALYSIS. -.. - - . - -.-'
The majorityofstreetrenamingproposalsarenotcontroversialasthey affecta1iri:rltednumber-
of property owners and occupants, and many times occur durlng the.cons~ction phase.ofa

"project, prior to occupancy. Renaming of major city streets that.have become importanttothe.
community has alwaysb.eensomewhat problematicbecause of the costs associated in updating
addre~ses for businesseswith existing customerbases, or fainily and fri~nds for residential- '.

properties. Additionally,costs for reprinting advertisements,letter~ead envelopes,business'
, cards~and the like,areinc~1'tedby occupantsandowne~. Lastly,costsare incurredbypublic
agencies for street sign replacements, record updatingin property systems, andpotential-
confusion for eme~gency respo~se.. . . . - '. .

. .

I. . - . -

. As a result of theserecentexperiences,Citystaffandthe CouncilDistrict5 officestaffhave -

developed revisions to the policy to minimize futurerenaming proposals thatmig~t havethe ..

pote~tial to be problematic because of inadequategroundwork conducted early in the proces~.
.The,policychangesalsoset a muchhigherst~dar~ for activesupportfroni.abroadergr.oup;and
specifically the majority o~the ~ectltaffected parties. . . - -' .' -' . . .

. .. .

These chang~s focus on obtaining the supp'ortof the affected owners and occupantsratherthan'
the sUlToundinglarge Gommunitydue the costs and hardships they will directly incur. .Outieach
efforts. are also documented to ensure ~.at the Policy is implemented ~nan openmannerwiththe

. . . communityin accordancewiththe~b~ic OutreachPolicy,includingmulti-lingualnoticeswhere
al?propriate, andcommunity meetings. . . .
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Following adoption of the changes, the, proposed policy will be put into the City CouncilPolicy
fonnat.. ..

.CEQA Not a Project.
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City of San Jose, California
CITY COUNCIL POLICY

POLICY NUMBER: 6-5

TITLE: STREET NAMING AND RENAMING

EFFECTIVE DATE: March 13, 1971

REVISED DATE: May 10, 2005

APPROVED BY

BACKGROUND
The City Council of the City of San Jose is responsible for the naming of public streets, boulevards,
avenues, drives, courts, circles, pedestrian and other public and private rights-of-way. Street
renaming is often a serious and complicated matter. It should be a process that is inclusive ofthe
community. The purpose of the policy is to set'forward appropriate criteria and a process by
which streets are renamed in the City of San Jose. The policy places a heavy burden and strict
criteria on street name change proponents due to the disruption a name change can cause existing
businesses, the post office and the initial, temporary confusion that can be caused and potential
removal of significant names of historical meaning.

PURPOSE
The City Council desires to establish uniform guidelines to govern the naming of streets and the
changing of street names in order to avoid potential conflicting names or misunderstandings and to
promote the public welfare and general convenience of the community.

POLICY . .

It is the policy of the City of San Jose that the names for new public and private streets and other
named rights of way: .

A. Are to be selected by the developer and submitted to the Department of Planning, Building and
Code Enforcement for clearance and approval before the trac.tmap isrecorded.
B. Must meet with the approval of the County Communications Department and the U.S. PostOffice.
C. Continuing for some length in one general alignment shall have only one name.
D. Will usually be called "court" when they are cul':de-sacs; however, "place" is acceptable. A cul-
de-sac may carry the same name asthe street at its open-end:
E. That are loop streets will usually be called "circle".
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It is the policy of the City of SanJose that the renaming of public and private streets and othernamed
rights of way shall follow the criteria and process set forth below:

1. Renaming of public or private streetsor other named rights of way shall fully implement
, the CouncilPolicyonPublicOutreach,specificallyincludingearlyconsultationwiththe
affected community, multi-lingualnotices in English, Spanish, andVietnamese (and
including any other languagethat is reasonably known to be prominentin the area)and
translation, .

2. Prior to submitting an applicationto the Plan ImplementationDivision,the applicantis
responsible for holding at least onepublic meeting noticed in English,Spanish, and
Vietnamese (and includingany other language that is reasonablyknown to be prominent
in the area) to all affectedproperty owners and/or occupants andbusinesses.

3,. "Affected property owners"meansproperty owners and/or occupantsand businesses
within 500 feet of the streetwhose name is proposed for change.. . .

4. Submit a completed applicationto the Plan ImplementationDivisionof the Department
of Planning,BUilding,andCodeEnforcement,including: .

. The existing s~eet name, the proposed new streetname andthe reasons forthe
requested street namedecisionmust be submitted.

'. A location map showingthe street or the portion of a streetproposed for renaming
., The required application,environmentaland outreach fees
. The applicant's proof of legal residency or business addressin the City of SanJose.

This may be in the form of a utility bill with the applicant's name and addresslisted.
. A list of names andaddressesof all affected property ownersand occupantswith their

correspondingAssessor'sParcelNumber .

. A petition signed and dated by a majority (over fifty percent)of the affectedproperty
ownerswith their printed namesand addresses next to their signatures and that:

a. indicatestheirsupportoftheproposedstreetrenaming,and ,

b. the signaturesare no more than two yearsold upon time of submittalto the
City of SanJose, and

5. Each and every petitionermuStbe a resident of real property or business within500 feet
. of thestreetwhosenameisproposedfor changeor initialnaming.

6. The applicant will be responsiblefor providing a utility billftom each signatoryas a
method for verifying signaturescollected.

7. Renaming of streets the Containedin the City of San Jose's HistoricResourcesInventory
or that may have potentialhistorical significance, shall be referredto the Historic
Landmarks Commissionfor reviewand recommendation.

8. The Planning staff shallhold at least one public meeting in accordancewith theCouncil
Policy on Public Outreachon the proposed renaming prior to the Planning Commission's
public hearing. . .

9. Staff shall prepare a report and recommendation to the PlanningCommission (andany
, otherappropriatecommission)anda subsequentmemoto theCityCounciladdressingthe

Commission's recommendationon a proposed street renaming application.


